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DIFFERENTIAL UTILIZATION OF BAT BOXES BY HOUSE WRENS
{TROGLODYTES AEDON)
Hal

L. Black'

Abstract.— Pine boxes nailed to trees in four habitat types in southeastern Utah as roosting sites for bats proved
were utilized bv house wrens in all but one habitat. Boxes were most often utilized in the aspen habitat. Hypotheses to account for differential utilization are presented.
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